~ OF THE HOUSE OF DELEGATES.
. bf the clty of Baltlmnre, emlorsed “wnll pass with the Jn‘bpoud amend-
. ments;” which amendments were read assented to, an the bill ordered
to be engr«med o |

Also the %upplement to the acf, entltled An uct to lncorportte Emo -

“mitsburgh, in Frederick county, endorsed swill pass with the proposed
amendment;” which amendment was read, assented to, and the blll or-

| | ‘dered to be eno-russed

“Also the eupplement to the act to extend the jurisdiction of i]ushcqgs
- pf the peace of this state; also the bill for the benefit of Lemue OB'utt, .
and others, severally endorsed “will not pass.” |
" And the following message: . o
| By the Senute, Jan..sf, 1826
Gentlemen of the House of Delegates. .
We have rejected the bill from your house, ¢|‘I|lﬂ(‘d, uAn act l'or |
‘the benefit of "Lemuel Offutt, and of Samuel Hardesty, and Jolne
- gon Hardesty, of Mnntgnmery county,” because ‘we believe that
" full and ample relief in those cases is provided. by the act of eighe
teen hundred and twenty-three, chapter 87, to whlch we beg leave |

to refer you. ,
» B order. - Wm Kll(y. Ck.
And the resolution in favour of the Unwn Academy, and otllers, en-
dorsed *sassented to.” = |
' Mr. Tyson, chairman of the commlttee of grlevances and courts of
Justlce, delivers the following report: o
The committee of grievances and courts of Juslm,, to whom was
referred an order, «to inquire into the e'cpedue ncy of abolishing
“the Iugh court of chancery, and of establishing district chancery
courts in its stead,” heg leave to submit the ﬁtllowmg rapml.,
N AIt|mu°‘h at first view, this order appeared to contain two dis-
- tinct pmpoqltumq. yet upon closer inspection it will be secn that it
'subm-ts but one prnpuqmnn, for . the mns,ulcratmn of your com-
mittee. 'The proposition is this—is it expedwm to abolish the
pleeent high court of ch'mccrv, for the purpusc ol' est«blwhmg
district chancery courts upon its ruins. . '
Your committee do not deem themselves antlmnsed. to go mto
an examination of the abstract question, of the fxpedu'ncy of
abolishing the high court of chancery, or of the expediency of
: ahuhqhmg |t, for the purpose of f-stabhqlnng any s)stem of their
own, in its stead; their inquiry is uwarrowed down to the simple
questmn, «swould it be expedient. to. wbetltule district chancery
courts in the ronm of the present h. gh cuurt ol ('han(‘ery » lhe
~ character of these district chancer y courts_is not described in the
“order, nor is any reference, had to . the mm\e in which the statoe
. might be districted for the purposes of eqmty. Your commmco
are left to the necessity, first, of mventmg a character for theso
 courts, then of dividing into imaginary st'(’tmus the territory of
Maryland as the bounds of their rcspevtne Jur Asdu.lmns. and al.
ter they have done so, ‘they are compelled to say, whether this
creatuw of their imag matum, slmuld or slmuld not be a creature
in reality. ' |
. Your cummlttee concewe, that the best mdcred cl:ancery courtl




